When I began my career, more than half a century ago, behaviorism had a stranglehold on the field of psychology. It focused almost entirely on learning by direct experiences through paired stimulation and response consequences. This type of theorizing was at odds with the conspicuous social reality that much of what people learn is through the power of social modeling. Direct experience is an unmercifully tough teacher. Hence, people shortcut the tedious, costly, and potentially hazardous process of trial and error by observational learning from the myriad modeling influences in their social and symbolic environment.
. But what about that gigantic elephant in the room? In R. Arkin (Ed.), Most unappreciated : 50 prominent social psychologists talk about hidden gems (pp. 51-59).Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Another misconception requiring retirement claimed that modeling is antithetical to creativity. Quite the contrary. There are several ways in which modeling promotes innovativeness. Modeling novel ways of thinking and doing things fosters innovativeness in others, whereas modeling conventional styles curtails it. When exposed to diversity in modeling, individuals usually do not pattern their behavior solely after a single model. Rather they combine various aspects of different models into new blends of characteristics that differ from the original sources. Through the process of selective hybridization, diversity of modeling can spawn emergent novelty. It should also be noted that intended innovations are rarely entirely new.
Rather, creativeness usually involves synthesizing existing knowledge into new ways of thinking and doing things. Innovators select useful elements from different exemplars, improve upon them, synthesize them into new forms, and tailor them to their particular pursuits. In these diverse ways, selective modeling serves as the mother of innovation.
There is still another well-entrenched misconception that requires correction. This concerns the oft-cited Bobo-Doll experiment on the transmission of novel forms of aggression through social modeling. Diverse lines of research identified four separable classes of effects of exposure to modeled aggression. It can teach novel aggressive styles of conduct; weaken restraints over interpersonal aggression by legitimizing, glamorizing, and trivializing violent conduct; desensitize and habituate viewers to human cruelty; and shape public images of reality by how it represents social and power relations and the norms and structure of societies.
Clarification of each of these separable effects requires a different methodology.
The mistaken critique, which continues to be repeated in our textbooks, is that the study used a non-human target and Bobo Dolls are for punching. The Bobo doll laboratory experiments were designed to clarify observational learning. The methodology for measuring learning effects requires conditions in which viewers feel free to reveal all they have learned. In the case of aggression, this requires simulated targets rather than retaliative ones. To use human targets to assess the instructive function of televised influence would be as nonsensical as to require bombardiers to bomb San Francisco, New York, or some other inhabited locations to test their level of acquisition of bombing skills. . But what about that gigantic elephant in the room? In R. Arkin (Ed.), Most unappreciated : 50 prominent social psychologists talk about hidden gems (pp. 51-59).Oxford: Oxford University Press.
We were not interested in whether children punched the Bobo Doll. Rather, we measured whether children assaulted it in the novel modeled ways, such as pummeling it with a mallet and voicing the novel aggressive neologisms as they assaulted the doll. Children in the central condition never exhibited the novel forms of aggression. Although modeled aggression was only one among a variety of experimental methods we used to clarify the mechanisms governing observational learning, it is the only one that is featured in portrayals of social cognitive theory.
Our major theories of human behavior were formulated long before the revolutionary advances in communication technologies. A growing influential source of social learning is the pervasive symbolic modeling in the cyberworld through the electronic media. Unlike learning by doing, which requires altering the actions of each individual through repeated trial and error experiences, symbolic modeling can transmit information of virtually limitless variety to vast populations simultaneously in widely dispersed locales. The electronic era is transforming the nature, reach, speed, and loci of human influence . Life in the cyberworld is enhancing the primacy and reach of symbolic modeling. Modeled new ideas, values, and styles of behavior are now being rapidly spread worldwide in ways that foster a globally distributed consciousness.
A Dose of Agency for the Reductionistic Revival
Social cognitive theory is founded on an agentic perspective toward human selfdevelopment, adaption, and change (Bandura, 2006a) . To be an agent is to influence the course of events by one's action. In this view, people are contributors to their life circumstances not just products of them. Personal agency operates within a broad network of sociostructural influences.
In these agentic transactions, people create social systems and the practices of social systems, in turn, influence how people live their lives.
The exercise of human agency is dismissed by physical eliminationists on the grounds that human behavior is regulated by neuronal mechanisms operating at a subpersonal level outside of one's awareness and control. Deliberative, reflective, self-referential, and other highlevel cognitive events are dismissed as epiphenomenal events that create an illusion of control but actually have no effect on how one behaves. In this view, humans are essentially conscious hosts of automata that dictate their behavior subpersonally. 
Shunning the Fortuitous Aspect of Life
There is much that people do planfully to exercise some measure of control over their self-development and life circumstances. But there is a lot of fortuity in the courses lives take.
Indeed, some of the most important determinants of life paths occur through the most trivial circumstances (Bandura, 1982; Merton & Barber, 2004) . People are often initiated into new life trajectories, marital partnerships, and occupational careers through fortuitous circumstances. To cite an example, an academic publisher entered the lecture hall as it was rapidly filling up and seized an empty chair near the entrance. Some months later, he marries the woman who troublesome nuisance that is simply ignored. We need to bring science to bear on the fortuitous aspect of life.
Most fortuitous events leave people untouched, others have some lasting effects, and still others branch people into new trajectories of life. Psychology does not have much to say about the occurrence of fortuitous intersects except, at the population level, the types of settings in which one moves, and the types of people who populate those settings make some types of intersects more probable than others. Hanging out in a University library will spawn different intersects than hanging out with the Hell's Angels. However, psychology can provide the basis for predicting the nature, scope, and strength of impact fortuitous events will have on people's lives. In a first excursion into a predictive conceptual scheme (Bandura, 1982) , social cognitive theory specifies how key personal attributes work in concert with inviting environmental properties to shape the course of events set in motion by fortuitous events.
Fortuitous events may be unforeseeable but fortuity does not mean uncontrollability of its effects. Paradoxically, people can bring personal influence to bear on the fortuitous character of life (Bandura, 1998) . They can make chance happen by pursuing an active life that increases the number and type of fortuitous encounters they will experience. Chance favors the inquisitive and venturesome, who go places, do things, and explore new activities. People also make chance work for them by cultivating their interests, enabling beliefs and competencies. These personal resources enable them to make the most of opportunities that arise unexpectedly. Pasteur put it well when he noted, "Chance favors only the prepared mind." At a much earlier era, the philosopher Seneca, portrayed seeming serendipity as "Luck is what happens when preparation meets opportunity." The harder one works the luckier one gets. Even the distinguished lay philosopher, Groucho Marx, insightfully observed that people can influence how they play the hand fortuity deals them, "You have to be in the right place at the right time, but when it comes, you better have something on the ball." Personal development and engagement in a wide range of activities gives people a hand in shaping the courses their lives take.
